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soul,*10 he declared to Halifax. But the case went badly. Sir
Lewis Dibdin found against Thompson in the Court of Arches;
whereupon, to the annoyance of the Archbishop and with fur-
ther financial support from the Union, Thompson sought a
writ of prohibition against the Court of Arches from the Court
of King's Bench. He failed, and failed again in the Court of
Appeal, and yet again in the House of Lords, the right of a man
who had married his deceased wife's sister to receive Holy
Communion being legally established in 1912. It "was not one
of the Union's more fortunate enterprises.

More protracted and less decisive was the struggle over Re-
servation of the Blessed Sacrament, the issue of which is still in
doubt. It will be recalled that in 1900 Archbishop Temple had
given a ruling against Reservation; and the Report of the
Royal Commission on Ecclesiastical Discipline had found that
it was among those practices which, being

plainly significant of teaching repugnant to the doctrine of the
Church of England and certainly illegal, should be promptly
made to cease by the exercise of the authority belonging to the
Bishops and, if necessary, by proceedings in the Ecclesiastical
Courts.11

Fortified by these directions, some of the bishops tried to sup-
press the practice. Halifax, having made his position dear be-
yond possibility of misunderstanding, never shifted from it. In
1902 he told the English Church Union:

Any order for the better custody of the Blessed Sacrament, any
order to guard against irreverence or profanity, any order to
guard against what the Church has deemed a superstitious and
unauthorised use of the Blessed Sacrament must be cheerfully
complied with; but an order not to reserve the Blessed Sacrament
is one which no Bishop, who claims to be the Guardian of the
Catholic Faith and the protector of the sacred canons, has a right
to give.12